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Sim, Chang-Yong. (2020). Syntactic representation of evidentiality markers., 7he Linguistic Association of Korea
Journal, 283), 1-15. Languages like Korean employ evidentiality markers such as Inference —kyess—, Sensory
—ney/—te—, Reportative —ay, and Quotative —4o. These evidentiality markers receive interpretations outside the scope
of negation and certain adverbs are associated with a particular evidential marker. In addition, certain evidentiality
markers co—occur while other evidential markers exhibit a co—occurrence restriction. In order account for these facts,
the current paper proposes a slightly complicated but fine structure of C area with evidentiality markers. Each
evidentiality marker occurs on the relevant functional head in the C domain. By positing this fine structure of CP, the
facts that evidentiality is out of the scope of negation and the choice of certain adverbs as well as the selectional

restrictions between the functional heads can be accounted for.

FHI0{(Key Words): 5714(evidentiality), 544 HEA] (evidentiality marker), BAF FZ(syntactic structure), TFE9
CP(layered CP)
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2.1, 374ojzt

AL 3R] WE Wgo] E4, & AHHO AAE Hiol= Z(de Haan, 1999; Aikhenvald, 2004), &2 X2
YA} z210] AR (Chafe, 1986)0=, Adofoll whepa] SA4 TAQ] ARgol Zol7t Qlot. TR SAA Al FH
(modality) T2 Z757]%E ok, Jeiet FEEE E700 £ HF= 2R57|= Sk

Tl TFY U8l ohet skpe] EAgt EHE(certam attitudes of the speaker towards the contents of a
sentence) (Jesperson, 1924: 313), ‘B&o] Hdst= HAU S A7} 7]&shs Ao tigh oJAoluY Eix (opinion or
attitude towards the proposition that the sentence expresses or the situation that the proposition describes)
Lyons(1977: 452), &2 ‘A1 7]&ok= HAI9] Aeli(status of the proposition that describes the event)'(Palmer, 2001:
1) so= Ao}

ot e W1 F 94 dHie AL Aol Woke Aol gt g9 ArE FAlske FH AAl(modal system
that indicates the degree of commitment by the speaker to what he says)’(Palmer, 1986: 51)o]H, 2H:1Q] A=
Bybee 2](1994)e w2®, 7FsA(possibility), 7§93/ (probability), 2+ (certainty) 52 EFIICE $AE(2009)2 ©l5
TAZ (5b)eF (5c) Ate]9] 2ixte] &A1) ApolE Asial Qlrt.

(5) a. John is in the office.
b. John may be in his office. (possibility)
c. John must be in his office. (certainty)

TS R E4 &2 AHASS e EYAoR Hdcks sTeR(EAE, 2009), A QE—% HH, 4
, BT, 38 59 Sh HEE 7HER A ik HEE Willetr(1988: 579 B¢ $714& A

oz H5g 4w 8
3 ZANS 07 ZA0R Rk, TR ZAYS T BT BN 22 FAH0E e g

(6) Willett(1988)2] =74 %A #+3

Visual
Direct —  Attested Auditory

Other sensory

Types of Source

of Information Second-hand

Reported Third-hand Hearsay
) Folklore
Indirect
* Inferring Result ’
Reasoning

Aikhenvald(2004)E 57148 714 (assumption) T} 1-&(quotative) S ETE 67] 519 FFo2 Lpro] AAJSkAL Qlrt.
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(7) Aikhenvald(2004)9] =749 49

. AJZ} Visual covers evidence acquired through seeing,

II. 77t Sensory covers evidence through hearing, and is typically extended to smell and taste, and
sometimes also touch.

IMI. & Inference based on visible or tangible evidence or result.

IV. 7§ Assumption based on evidence other than visible results: this may include logical reasoning,
assumption or simply general knowledge.

V. H1I Reported, for reported information with no reference to who it was reported by.

VL. Q-8 Quotative, for reported information with an overt reference to the quoted source.
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2.2, 3=02] 378 a7

B01e] 21 97 24 ofR shigel ST ololl Sitk ChungQUOSE F7] A% AAS) F2
Feha Fgetel, N4 544 BAS BT $A4 BAR ERst ol

(9 Chung(2005)9] 2=l 714 B4 £33
a. ANA FA4 EA: ), -ofe}
(@) BAAZRE F2(--DFa (-Z-)
b, B3 ZAY HA: oAH-relel/ —ch), BE(-ael/)

Chung(2005)& §Ho1e] Z74E Kol ofn] o/~ g—/-F—7} Bstul, ~tl-¢ @] AgEd A4 BAZ o
2 APREIR A AR AR AR 51T, olo] el AUEQOI)E AP $E0 BAS AL ek
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(10) Kim(2006)9] g=o] 74 &4 £33

a. A8 A8 A (M2, B2, 718 @l & 5)
1A ZHH] %V 2] -, —Hei

b. 7 B A4 87
Aad A4 240 -, -ty

c. olF A4 B4
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d. 9(Zero) 5714 BA]: —of/-o}
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2 YRR AT 2o Baistol, @ ZAY B9 930 el 223012 A7} viefele vlgst giek

20220122 Aikhenvald 2009 274 4ol 42sted A, 2, B19] 5}9] WEe gstn ok

(11 A%-§(2012)¢] gH=ol SAY 73
a. A Direct): -H-, -4
b. F=2(nferred): —A
c. Bal(Reportative): —tl, (-2}, —A, -1
FHolAt, —2= S BAE Fol= AX$(2012) 9] F42 -
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(14) 7RIA A4
a. Aol u7h QAEt GHAIA] - +ale] A7 B o)
b, Aol Hl7k oA, RRAA A +@Ae] A wE)
(15) AgAA+ T
a. TP} Rl A, @7le] A7k B —u-eEa )
b, 8} Aol Feieta @e] A7k P —o-eRa —ehar)
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a. o B b Bl TR 2 S, GRIAA AR )
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XAl EA| -3} Qsle] 44 2] ot o] oftlet QA A4e] g AYS ehdek, ool g7t
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2 sppt arkerE A S90S Uei,
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2 498 gt Sohn(2019)7h RI=(009)L o] §910) 722 A7t olefet 2ol ANt ek

(18) gh=tojo] 8ol £ (Sohn 2018)
Predicate stem-(SH) (TAM) (INFER) (RETRO) (QUOT/REP) (AH) (INDIC) DEC
‘V 1

ka “go’ -( zfjsi—ess—éss—ke{]Iss—n‘a—po -te -la -p i -ta
‘(The reporter) says [-/a] (s)he perceived [-fe] that it appeared [-na-po] (to him/her) that (a
senior person) might [—keyss| have gone’ (talking to a senior addressee [-p-ni-ta])
(19) t=ofe] 841 F== (A1, 2009: 225)

NH+EFAIRET+(AAN+ A AD + (AR A 2D + AR+ () + (=)
@ 7HA-A-2-E -2 1 -2)

£3] S (199 497 891 Txe] 2ste] (180)9] 914 722 ofelet ol AN Sl

(20) g0l §4lo] T2 (A=, 2009: 225)

[REPORTED [DECLARATIVE [PAST SENSORY [L\IFERENCE [PROPOSITION ;q]::]loﬂ H]7 ]' 2_] _;:]11_] _E‘i_] _EH _H]

oA71oA AAAHA A7|EE BB GA el AN BAE0] ol BAF Ml &5h= oot WAl - AR
S RS 5 Qe Btk o] HAl] BUtElE S8 BAES AgATEe] §EHoR -4 &9k og B
skl Q= &olth 1 Wr By SAY BA= A BEA(Declarative) —2/2] 2] 9Jx|otal Qlenz Z440] Qdretyl
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3.1. 3718 B2t 72| I

Sroll A A ke ol AN SAA BAZE dEbE S ofuiet B el d
o S Smlet 74 BAle GG ¢ Als dHA nh & S W82 A BA9] ¥

tHDe Haan, 1999; Faller, 2002; Izvorski, 1997; Matthewson et al., 2007; 2%, 2012). 7F4, o}#fe] ofofA A
2] oFe- A oulof| =RtE] Y, Byl FAA EX]O] ouo= IS FA] =t
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(22) a. 87k #ell ot .

bW el arh e ¢ gk
c. 344 ool Vbt Hel o grks 92 St

*arb} o] giche 2 o Bk

A F27F el Zo] vEhbe AS ek 7 829 g Rs wheth A R 2Eo] B A9t
FESR= A9 289 0 (scopal ambiguity)o] AT WL SHS0] BE Bgu A4 B S| Asslrkn
o= Sh=olo] APRAR|A HEo] EXojet Adst H9E AmEaKBaek, 1998; Hagstrom, 2000; Kim, 2000;
Song, 1982; Suh, 1989, 1990 5).

(23) a atPh BE S 7] Al
b. BE 24 v ariyh dre] Agtk ¢oict
c. A AV arrh Ae o A gl el

(239)9] cllBellA] 2R Hv $8 5go] W et BAoRE ¥ EAV} BAoluct TR 0R Al 9]
omz A FAL AYEAR, B8 5P Aysh] ol ol Ash] 1814 ekt A% (Quantifier raising)olet
L IS EYSARMay, 1989), B Belol Aelolal aste] Trel FobEich of A9 Gsbt #4 AR}
K9] ZASH Hlo] 55 o] shalo] ZHssHA B

F71 EA gt o) olRolol Bskn gfstatet RAole] Folge] Gare 7| shth 344 EAVL
Fobite] 2Rgeint Jotgak SRrhe 2 374 BAVE eht A At Qb Fobel TPRCE A1
S HolEh W3 FA4 BARE ohlet 344 BX RE/b ol B4 BT A FAY EAZE TP o]
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(24) A2 22 B
a. QT7F BE A2 9] et
b. F& 74 v et dRe] AS QA Rl
A B v et A g e o] stk
c. 5713 oful: v artpt 4R AS oA s A Holth
Vet Ag g Ak 97 e e Bl
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(25 dA ) 22H B
a 2P} RE AL 97 o,
b, ¥ 5 v Ak} QRe] Ag golk
A $A: Varbh A o e 97 el
c. F74 oln): Varbt 9ol A 97 e Ae By gtk
Varbt 4 o A 97 e A%e By gt

(26) 7FA =2
a ST} BE B2 94 oL,
b B8 H: AT} Ane] Au gk
A 5 LAt A4S @ A 97 sk
c. 3744 ool ¥ arbt 9Re] B 9A ol AL rtave 9 59
VAT AL G AT 97 At 2 Laskaie 9 Hek

27 R
a. 8PF BE B AR 49k
b, F& 54 v et 4R9 zﬂ‘]& Aot
A FA v anpt AS e YA ot
c. e/ 9ul: v At 4Rl Ae oA ottke Ee Sk
v arh A4S o Ak ¢A] gt O E30th

3.2. $A2] 44

olel 3714 BAE AR Uehlie AR GeA8S et o] S Wt B AL FAY B4V}
AL Al Al GEEL. Q8% oI MIEE olF FASt T Ze wle) AAlS A sk BUAld
FEe/| heolcty

(28) a. ofAl 857} o 7iezt,
b. *olAl ar7t Hell 7.
*olAl a7t el 7M.
. oAl a7t el 2.
oAl a7t el ZiH.
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29 a. *Wd 2ot Aol 7heE=h
b. *Uid 8ot el 7).
c. We 87t Aol 7M.
d. *Hd anzt el 73,
e. "L gt ol Zidi.

HhH, 7}-“—* (possibility), 7HA7d(probability), & (certainty)& YefE FARs GAIRE d5EE Aol ozt $A
FA|eF AFHH. Q0¥ G| offet ofHEe Ths/de HEdle FARIAL 7R/t A

e 27 ﬁi ste 714 BAIRks @esh] Rtk JBu AH St ofd FEE Ui $71%
S & ok T2 U8 7hsAde A= FESH @7 wiEeltt

l' OIN ox
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(30 a *olulz arbt zl] Fee
. *olabz Qrr} Fof 7k
otz arit el ZHek
. otz arb} el 71,
*ofatz. arbt el 7t

o a o o

(31 a *olAw arbt del st
*olm au7} Aol 7k
of4w arbt el Hck
. old® arbt del 2.
. *olAw arb} el 71,

oo oo

W Y Y8 FHE 5 2T BAE e

rlr
s
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0])1

§ B RFef e2FA T8ttt

(32) a A¥=z a7t Hof 7HHe
b. A2z arp7t el 7h.
C. 141:! _9_1;]-7]. 7{10]] 7]-7111:]-
d. 2=z aopt HHel 2.
e. A9E a7t Aol 2t

offz, of#E FH=E 52 TPo| Frlsl= FARRE dulA 1, TP <9 A4 SN 2 3HAE ol
H Cinque(199)= FAPE T 715 W5 21%o] AejolA sk go|x Qlok. &, FAR] onprlsa) #7 7]
HF= 2)4o]-3 AR (Spec—head agreement)S £3j| 3]7FHT) o] FAL WolEolthH, ZZto] ZAA EXES =9
7VSHTE A6k, 71EHTY] A Ao] A ot of#E zjg%g o] YA Hrt ol $AK EA] 7sH
oF KAL) ofu|7lzo] HAEN s7HATh webs (30)x B9 HIZE2 ofFfEet of#x/Ee| omly|Eo] AH W &
AT SHAE AXSHE 5448 FAY ELA 6] dizel s171ER] g

N o ok

}‘3
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3.3. 3718 BAl2L 2|2 R

BAE 59 SAY S} ) 480 S e AR ) o B9 TAY HAS

AR EAQ )53t o EAY onp)s ke S7h A EAfe) o) A

A el oud 448 Agela sl :LEM A7 A4S ehile A4 B4, -5 -y £ o2 w9}

oIk Raink @A B0 4 B MBS 49S Fe S8 A4 S o) ARske AL kedos
S POl etk webd (33)9h (33h), (3308 HEYA Bgon woEr B2 ofs 24| Be 4 gleoht
B 58 Uehie Aol SHHolA, o] A9 oRRe 5g SasiA chert el 7] AAol} BT 5L

Uehie 5714 BAle} o EAL T2 4 Qo)

o A8 % 9tk ol
2714 BAV} bl 1394

(33) a. *Qup7t ol 7hEfeHh)?
b. *arizt Hell Zie2H)?
c. *Qu7t Hell 7|2
d. aop7t Hell 7FA1?
e. QU7 Aol ZHAAR
f. 7t Hell ZiHa?

2 A1 B 0] (307} BE % I B R FRolekdl, e W (B3 Y SRR Seiis MBI SN Fiel ohd
A7 ek 4 ﬂ Jstict oloﬂ 515} W@% AR, B ‘ol/ohe o] Sl sRsohcks WEke shet, It ol mirativity) ]
ofuie} 5D A9 AT 23 o B 5 9o, ol T4 A7 WATIA Tk
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(33)0llA o] o) #HA= S HAKE Fof| yehdeh o 33§ ¢doj(head-final language)?! eh=ojet 22 <

3.4, 912 37y 82| -2

~= BAHCR BEAR HAHY Fejolth e T Ale] Wit A7k g
shpt B 5o BARS W AgEGe o) e Avte] Wele 3 age] o] 53] Fekt Ykt U 5
o) BAFoh AT THE Aol 7R Q1gake B9l siRich et g FA4 EARAS] — 2= B1 ZA4
57 - ok Al vehd 4 e,

(34 a. dloks frbt Fel ZEen el
b ol A} el ZtEfeky wshola.
. *eloke Tt el BT wgel s,
el AT} el 20T wshele.
. ¥lok aE} el Z4ek wgel s,
*dokt= Arph 2ol T Wl s,

.m0 a0

(35) a. dloks av7t Aol 7Rl E9lola.
dots gt el ztEvaL 3118,
. eoke 8ok Aol 7hua =38,
. dloke a7t AHell 2L =308,
. dlokes 857t el 2l 291018,
*eole a7t Heoll Zidiual E91018.

me oo o

Fopt Zo57E 7O SARE 1 o) S R FAY EA% TNT 4 9, 4§ FAY BAY T
T 4 qrk BH/EQL A Aol 2 AXE AL Busks o] ohlet Basbt B3 - AN
A Tt A6 WY - A 5O BAS geke 2L ARssb] v 1 44 EAlshe Aol Rssich

4

(36) a. #lok= ol 7Ekar ER3i:
b. glok= Aell 7Ffar 2300

4. CPO| Mg RZ

oz HFss g0 f3el iRt AE7F Adshs ARoleh. Cheng(191)0f whad, BAERJIA SJZ2UAE
Hrelre o] 980 dielAof ota, B4 §30] AH, = [+Q] AT} [+Whlo] HEAC] At FHo] BHEA
[+Ql¥ o], [-to-C °o]%& ) o

o

951, [-QIY miE ofRd A S Hox] gk F5H] HEAE [-Q]
A

3) A A8 BAQ -t AE Aol ol
a. ok i} ol 7hil 2k Wateln.,



(37 cp
/\C,
c/\\TP
=a) /\
[+ Wh] T
RN
T w

ghole 2 dofe floF 22 Bt HEa FE= AUsh] offth A&dt vieh Zo] BAEIA AEeAE

Uehfls Jela —opt Q882 2%} 97 vepdth

(38)  #ok= a7t el A sl ey
Leia—nun Yoda—ka cip-ey  ka-ss—ta—ko mal-ha—ss—ta
-Top -Nom  home-to go—Past-Decl-Comp  say—do—Past—Decl
olo tiafl 7]&9] ATSofA thEE —A= A¥ EA|Ql declarative marker®, —iA= HE4 complementizer2 24511

ok, 749l §9S Yetlie FA9t BEAVE S5 AdEtk: Ho doixe FAAI 248 ARG 7t EE.
olE AYsly] o Feolet T dojolMe ERavt F5 AdHth: AL Wolsolof ofl, thE9]9 HEat
(Layered CP structure)S AdAslloF gict.

4 I g9k A2 ofv| Rizzi(1997)94 = ofgeotolold FAl(topic)7t F5 A@E 4 U,
ZH(focus)x AAE 4= Stk ol FAIt A2 B9 9Fd e ol AE SEsSE| $lsiAe Topicat
Focusele 715855 Ao 3t §5] 23] & FA4| Alelo] Uehd 4= §itt. olgjet 4% 2AR thaat 22 A
HIZE 7B BEA IZE AL et Force(Chomsky, 1995)= £49] 43S EAISHY, Finlite)S 24o] AJAA
olAjof| tiet HHE EAIQME,

rOh
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(39) ForceP

Force’

Force TopP

Foc TopP
Top'

Top FinP

SN

Fin'

SN

Fin 1P

Rizzi®] CP #Zx+= w39 FAt 238& T2 0x aARITh= oA @3} 7]5s ZASkL Qi olet FAISHA
37990 e @7E S04 Fe o a7 TPel Size] SAElck 2o of2 shse] ofe) APlsa sitt
(Bhadra, 2017, 2018; Demonte & Fernandez—Soriano, 2014; Simeonova & Zareikar, 2015; Speas, M., 2004; Speas,
P., 2008; Tenny and Speas, 2013; Tenny, 2006 3)4. o|59] 42 57149 9ul= TP UjFolx ZatE= Zo] ofY
o Tpe] sfslol mAslolof ke Zolch. THewA B4 WAA olulel PAEE S48 olnlg otet 4 9
=4

gharolo] 74, ofe] SAA FEAE] T8 AFE 4 1, 5 A= A A A7 oo BE S B
AL 74 B o) dRS WA kel o Al] Aok S EASS TP A9le] 72 5 CPe] o
ool YRtk AS QAsoF gttt o]l Rizzid] Biid fXE WH-gofo] WolaRIthH, gholo] Hifd fx= 7]1ES]
Cofl Sigsh= Forcedll 37151 Inference, Sensory, Reportative, Quotative®] F7}4Q1 & 744 Zlo] Ht,

o} Al WA g RS BY A4 3 F2e Ues 274 B4 -golw, -A-ol Yehis de
Inferenceo|t}, A5 IRt A4S UERWE — 5= Sensoryoll ool U=, Inference Tt A9lell f1x|gct thao=
Force?h aslo] 290] $@2 BARE o7l @S A2d B 8 EA —i —L-3} - )= Bejsle] 217}
Sensory®}t Forceol| Wro] AAISIGITE Bl $74 BAQ1 — J= Reportativeol] oJelf =4E & Qlar, 7HHQ18 84 -
2R A3 18R A] —2Fi%= Quotativee] Ofsf =T

4) o2t FHL A Al o8l fed AolePlErte $7139] Aud Bde Ash] ARt ou#] Fi(semantic structure)] SiERIT.
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